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Advisory ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed on June 16, 2008 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

In response to applicant's argument that "Leinonen at least fails to disclose or 
suggest a control component configured to determine whether a received signal 
comprises signals in a second frequency band, and that the second antenna is 
configured for reception of signals in the second frequency band when the control 
component determines that the received signal comprises signals in the second 
frequency band (see page 7, second paragraph and page 8, third paragraph of the 
response)," examiner respectfully agrees with Applicants' argument that "Leinonen fails 
to explicitly teach a control component configured to determine whether a received 
signal comprises signals in a second frequency band, and that the second antenna is 
configured for reception of signals in the second frequency band when the control 
component determines that the received signal comprises signals in the second 
frequency band", however, examiner maintains that it is because of this fact that 
Leinonen is cited as the primary reference in the U.S.C. 103(a) rejections, since 
Leinonen provides enough teaching to render the above limitations obvious. For 
example, Leinonen teaches a first a first antenna (antenna 12) that facilitates reception 
of signals in at least a first frequency band (e.g., GSM-850); and a second antenna 
(antenna 13) that facilitates reception of signals in a second frequency band (i.e., 
WCDMA-1900) (see p. 4 [0057], p. 5 [0062] and Figs. 1c & 5). According to Leinonen, 
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a digital signal processor 94 (i.e., reads on a control component) provides a control 
signal to a switch 34, and the switch 34 under the received control signal conveys 
signals received by the antenna 13 in the second frequency band (i.e., WCDMA-1900) 
to the WCDMA-1900 receiver 54 (see p. 5 [0062, lines 33-46] and Fig. 5). Furthermore, 
in response to applicant's argument that Leinonen merely teaches providing a signal 
which indicates which mode the system is operating in is entirely distinct from 
determining whether a received signal comprises signals in a particular frequency band 
(see page 8, second paragraph of the response), examiner respectfully disagrees and 
further asserts that indicating the mode a system is operating in a particular frequency 
band clearly provides a strong indication of determining whether a recievied signal 
comprises signals in a particular band, since the mode (e.g., WCDMA-1900 mode) 
shows the frequency band (i.e., WCDMA-1900) that can be received. 

In view of the above, the 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejections using Leinonen with regard 
to claims 1-10 and 12-26 are proper and are maintained. 



/Anthony S Addy/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



